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MONDAY, JUNE 21, 2004

H025395 PECPLE v. Pl RWAN

The judgnent is reversed. (published)
(McAdans, J.; W concur: Rushing, P.J., Preno, J.)
Filed June 21, 2004

H026422 In re BUSTER T., et al; DFCS v. SYLVIAT., et al.
HO027058 In re BUSTER T., et al., on Habeas Corpus
HO027141 In re SYLVIA T., on Habeas Corpus

In the appeal (H026422), the juvenile court order
termnating parental rights is affirned.

In the wit proceeding involving Louis M (H027058),
the petition for a wit of habeas corpus is deni ed.

In the wit proceeding involving Sylvia T. (H027141),
the petition for a wit of habeas corpus, or in the alternative
for a wit of nandate, is denied. (not published)

(McAdans, J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, Acting P.J., M hara,
J.)
Filed June 21, 2004

H026447 COVMONS v. SWAN

The order granting the prelimnary injunction is reversed
and the prelimnary injunction is dissolved. Swan is entitled to
her costs on appeal. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 27(a)(l) &
(a)(2).) (not published)
(Rushing, P.J.; W concur: Preno, J., Elia, J.)
Filed June 21, 2004

H026204 SHAEV V. CLAFLIN, et al.

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; W concur: Mhara, J., MAdans,
J.)

Filed June 21, 2004

H026630 PEOPLE v. PI CKENS

The judgnent is affirnmed. (not published)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; W concur: Mhara, J., MAdans,
J.)
Filed June 21, 2004
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Monday, June 21, 2004 (conti nued)

H026472 PECOPLE v. MADAN

The judgnent is nodified to reduce the anount that defendant
nmust pay to the District from $10,568 to $270 as restitution for
the cost of energency response. The nodified judgnent is
affirmed. (not published)
(Rushing, P.J.; W concur: Preno, J., Elia, J.)
Filed June 21, 2004

TUESDAY, JUNE 22, 2004

H025266 PEOPLE v. LOPEZ

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Rushing, P.J.; W concur: Preno, J., Elia, J.)
Filed June 22, 2004

H025594 PEOPLE v. N CHOLSON

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Rushing, P.J.; W concur: Preno, J., Elia, J.)
Filed June 22, 2004

VEDNESDAY, JUNE 23, 2004

H025696 PEOPLE v. RODRI GUEZ

The non-association condition of probation is nodified to
read as follows: "Defendant shall not associate with individuals
that he knows to be nenbers of a crimnal street gang." As so
nodi fied, the judgnent of conviction is affirnmed. (not published)
(McAdans, J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, Acting P.J., M hara,
J.)
Filed June 23, 2004

THURSDAY, JUNE 24, 2004

H025925 CONSERVATORSHI P OF EMW L. SHOCKLEY

The Decenber 12, 2002 order invalidating testanentary and
trust docunents prepared by appellant is affirmed. The April 18,
2003 order settling the first and final account of the public
guardian is affirnmed. The appeal fromthe orders of Cctober 24,
2002 and May 23, 2003 approvi ng conpensation for the
conservatee’'s attorney is dism ssed as untinely. (not published)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; W concur: Mhara, J., MAdans,
J.)
Filed June 24, 2004
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Thur sday, June 24, 2004 (conti nued)

HO25776 SCURICH, et al. v. PAJARO VALLEY WATER MANAGEMENT AGENCY
By the Court*:
Appel l ants' petition for rehearing is deni ed.
Filed: June 24, 2004
*Bef ore Bamattre-Manoukian, Acting P.J., AND M hara, J.

FRI DAY, JUNE 25, 2004

H026899 PEOPLE v. ACKERMAN
The judgnent is affirnmed. (not published)
(McAdans, J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, Acting P.J., M hara,
J.)
Filed June 25, 2004

H025002 PEOPLE v. PHAN

(Filed order nodifying opinion.) There is no change in the
judgnent. Appellant's petition for rehearing is denied. (not
publ i shed)
(Rushing, P.J.; W concur: Preno, J., Elia, J.)
Filed June 25, 2004

H026233 PECPLE v. GOVEZ

The order of dismssal is reversed. The matter is remanded
to the trial court for further proceedings. |If the trial judge
decides to dism ss the transportation count, the judge should
clearly state the reasons for the dismssal in a mnute order
(not published)
(McAdans, J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, Acting P.J., Mhara,
J.)
Filed June 25, 2004
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